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A WARNING SIGNS

1. BANGEROUS BENC (W1.5)

2 RIGHT ANO LEFT S8END (W1-1)

3. DOUBLE BEND (W1-2)

4. INTERSECTION (W2-1)

5 INTERSECTION WATH HIGH PRIORITY RCAD (W2-8)
8. MERGING TRAFFIC [(W2-10)

7. ROUNDABOUT AHEAD (W2-T)

3. RAILWAY CROSSING (W3-2)

9 LOWFLYING AIRCRAF T (W3- 11)
19, TRAFAIC SIGNALS AHEAD (W2-5)
11, ROAD WORKS

12, PEOESTRIAN CROSSING (Wi6-1j
13 CHILOREN CROSSING (We-2)

14, BEWARE OF ANIMALS (W5-10)
5. ANTMALS CROSSING (W5 104)
15, ROAD NARROWS (W4-2)

7. UNEVEN RCAD (WS-2)

18. BANGEROUS HILL, (W5-¢)

19 SLIPPERY RCAD (W5-9)

20. QUAY OR RIVER BANK

21 OPENING BRIDGE (W5-11)

22 LEVEL CROSSING wATH GATES
23, COMPULSORY CYCLE TRACK
24. CANGER AHEAD

5. DANGER FROM FALUING ROCKS (WS-8)
5. LOGSE CHIPPINGS

B REGULATORY SIGNS

21, PRIORITY ROAD AHEAD (R1-28)

23. STOP AT INTERSECTION (R1-14)

29, BIRECTION TO BE FOLLOWED (R

30, TWO WAY TRAFFIC (R2 6)

3. SPEED L'WNIT (R4)

32. COMPULSORY WAY FOR PEDESTRIANS
33A MO ENTAY (ALL VEHICLES)

333, NO ENTRY (CAR ONLYY
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